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without paying the duties, the goods were seized, and all at*
tempts to recover them by legal action failed. One merchant,
Richard Chambers, being summoned before the council, bitterly
complained that 'the merchants are in no part of the world so
skrewed and wrung as in England; that in Turky they have
more incouragement/1 After committal to prison he was re-
leased on bail, whereupon he was cited before the Star Chamber,
whose proceedings had been in no way interfered with by the
Petition of Right. Another merchant, John Rolle, whose goods
were confiscated, was a member of parliament. As regards
religion, whereas the commons, in their remonstrances, had
demanded the suppression of the Arminians, there were obvious
signs, such as the promotions of Montague and Manwaring,
that this party was in full favour at court.
When parliament reassembled it was soon evident that a stiff
contest was in prospect. It must be confessed that the popular
leaders in the commons chose their ground badly. Instead of
presenting a united front with the lords, as they had done with
very satisfactory results in the earlier part of the previous session,
they now elected to stand alone. They failed to assume the
general position that all unparliamentary taxation was illegal,
and chose rather to assail the alleged breach of privilege involved
in the seizure of Rolle's goods. They then launched forth into
a general attack on the religious policy pursued, displaying a
strong bias that was at once Erastian and puritan. Thus I*ym
boldly asserted that parliament was the only power in the land
competent to deal with the new disease of Arminianisrn> and
Eliot that the bishops could not be trusted with the interpret^**
tion of the Thirty-nine Articles. In fact the latter orator con*
tinued, the presence on the episcopal bench of men like Montague
threatened the total overthrow of sound religion, which was
already undermined by the innovations introduced by the sect
to which he belonged. Most speakers contrived to represent
the Arminians as akin to the Jesuits and to suggest that the in-
evitable result of the teaching of the first would be the ultimata
triumph of the second.
Once the religious issue had been definitely raised, there was
no longer any possibility of a compromise. The commons were
claiming the right to determine the religion of England, They
insisted that the leaders of the branch of the Anglican church
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